
Kings Cross Development Forum 

Meeting 9 December 2010 

Committee Room 1, Camden Town Hall, Judd Street, London WC1H 9JE 

1            Attendance 

1.1         Present 

Andrew Bosi, James Brander, Malcolm Campbell, Jon Chamberlain, Helia Evans, Jim Humphris, 

Angela Inglis, Ivor Kamlish, Hugh Lake, Don Macadam, Patricia Macadam, Robert Milne, Tiva 

Montalbano, Norman Sheppard, Emma Smith and Lisa Tang 

1.2         Apologies 

Greg Biggin, Sue Cartwright, Michael Edwards, Mohammed Hammoudan, Sarah Hayward, Fiona 

Maclean and Diana Shelley 

2            Previous meeting 

2.1         Notes 

The notes for the meeting of 30 September 2010 had been circulated and posted on the website and 

were formally approved. 

2.2         Matters arising 

Nothing was discussed. 

3            Planning Response Team 

3.1         J 

Philip Marsh and Adam Cossey, the architects from dRMM, along with Malcolm Cormack, the 

project manager from Argent, described the plans for Zone J of King’s Cross Central. Zone J 

comprises one building, which has four protruding blocks linked by three inset blocks; typically a 

block has five or six apartments on each floor, with special arrangements for the roof. 

The plans had changed since the Forum last saw them. In the changed plans the distinctions between 

the protruding blocks and the inset blocks were more sharply delineated, partly in response to 

comments on the earlier plans. Now: 

 The protruding blocks protrude at the rear, on to Handyside Park, as well as at the front, on to 

York Way. 

 The protruding blocks have eight storeys (with seven floors of apartments), while the inset 

blocks have only seven storeys (with six floors of apartments). 

 The protruding blocks are faced with reflective pressed stainless steel, while the inset blocks 

are faced with grey terracotta. 



 The  protruding blocks are topped with photovoltaic panels (which were thought better for the 

setting than the wind turbines originally envisaged) and brown planting, while the inset 

blocks are topped with gardens for the apartments  in the protruding blocks. 

 

The building is intended to have 114 apartments to be sold on the open market and 29 apartments (in 

the northernmost block) to be let by a Registered Social Landlord (RSL). If private funding becomes 

available then work might begin in October 2011 so the building would be ready for occupation in 

October 2013. 

There are now only 37 car spaces (whereas there were 75 in the earlier plans). There is one bicycle 

stand per apartment, in the basement alongside the car spaces. 

The building is about 100 metres long, with shops or offices on the York Way aside and at two points 

on the Handyside Park side. There is no access through the building between York Way and 

Handyside Park, though there are points where, perhaps, people could look through from one side to 

the other. 

The Forum agreed that the plans had improved since they were last presented. However, individual 

members of the Forum were concerned that: 

 The bicycle stands were not very conveniently accessible or secure, so residents would  be 

likely to take bicycles in the lifts to their apartments. 

 Access and parking for visitors could be awkward. 



 There was no access through the building between York Way and Handyside Park, even 

during daylight hours. 

 The building would appear mainly grey (as might other buildings nearby, such as R4 and T6), 

despite the reflections that clean stainless steel could produce. 

 The southernmost block did not contribute distinctively to the “gateway” to the Regent’s 

Canal offered by Kings Place and potentially other buildings. 

 The protruding blocks had rather harsh edges that could be softened by hanging vegetation on 

top in ways compatible with the needs of cleaning and maintenance. 

 The plans could not be related closely to the plans for Handyside Park and for the East 

Handyside Canopy, for which different architects were responsible. 

3.2         Seeing buildings in their contexts 

The overall concern with Zone J was that this building, and others at King’s Cross Central, were being 

designed in isolation from one another. Assumptions other than those in the outline planning 

permission should be documented, and revisited when other plans became clearer. With each 

submission there should be a 360° view of the surroundings so that people could judge what being in 

a public place would be like. 

 

4            Design Panel 



A joint meeting of the Design Panel and the Access Forum had heard presentations about Zone J 

(summarised at this meeting of the Forum) and Building R5 (perhaps to be summarised at a future 

meeting of the Forum). 

5            Construction Impact Group 

Notes from the meeting of the Construction Impact Group are here. 

6            Access Forum 

The joint meeting of the Design Panel and the Access Forum is outlined above. 

7            Operations 

7.1         Getting ready for the future 

Hugh Lake introduced the paper on getting ready for the future, which suggested that Forum member 

organisations should be contacted to ask: 

1. Which other organisations should be contacted for their opinions and support. 

2. In which areas they can contribute significantly towards the integration of the new users of 

King’s Cross Central so as to help with realising and exploiting the full potential of the 

facilities. 

3. About which topics they need to be kept informed so that their particular local concerns are 

taken into account, in both the built environment and in the implementation programme. 

Contacting all the organisations and obtaining the necessary information could easily take six months. 

The Forum noted that in doing this the Chair would be taking on a significant burden but that there 

would be considerable benefits to understanding of the constituency and in providing a focus for 

information about King’s Cross Central and its surroundings in Camden and Islington, especially as 

the Forum had yet to find any such focus in the council offices. The Better Bankside Forum was 

mentioned as a model to be considered. 

Individual members of the Forum felt that neither Paddington Waterside nor Brindleyplace 

(developed by Argent in Birmingham) appeared to be integrated effectively with its surroundings. In 

different ways they, too, might provide examples. 

7.2         Application for funds 

Hugh Lake reported that £1000 had now been received. 

8            Next meeting 

8.1         Time and place 

7:00 – 9:00 Thursday 10 March 2011 [subsequently postponed] 

Committee Room 1, Camden Town Hall, Judd Street, London WC1H 9JE 

9           Actions 

The Planning Response Team to prepare comments on Zone J that member organisations might use. 

http://kxdf.files.wordpress.com/2008/10/construction-impact-group-dec2010.doc
http://kxdf.files.wordpress.com/2008/10/thekingscrossforum_strategydec2010_issue-1.doc


The Co-ordinating Group to consider devoting a meeting of the Forum to integrated urban design 

(both processes and plans) for King’s Cross Central. 

 


